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DETAILED ACTION 



This is in response to the applicant's Request for Reconsideration filed March 31 , 2004. 
Claims 1-33 are presented for further examination. 



1 . The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 1 02 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

2. Claims 1-5, 10-12, 14-19, 22, 29, 31-33 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as 
being unpatentable over Saether et al. (hereinafter "Saether", 6,405,219) in view of 
Strong et al. (hereinafter "Strong", 5,689,688). 

As per claims 1,14-15, 29, 33, Saether discloses a method of synchronization 
among a plurality of web servers in a network wherein each of the plurality of web 
servers is coupled to a common data server, the method comprising: 

• Retrieving updated data into the staging caches in the plurality of web servers 
(column 1, lines 50-53; column 2, lines 60-65); 

• Copying data from the staging cache of each web server to an active cache of each 
web server (column 1, lines 63-67, column 2, lines 19-22, column 5, lines 20-25). 



Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 



Saether does not explicitly disclose: 
• Retrieving a scheduled activation time from the data server. 
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However, the use and advantages for retrieving data into the staging cache and copying 
data from the staging cache to an active cache is well known to one skilled in the 
relevant art at the time the invention was made as evidenced by the teachings of Strong 
(column 2, lines 7-15, column 9, lines 32-34, 51-53). 

Therefore, one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was made would 
have found it obvious to incorporate retrieving a scheduled activation time from the data 
server in Saether's synchronization method in order to specify a time in which the 
plurality of servers will be synchronized. 

As per claims 2 and 16-17, Saether does not explicitly disclose: 

• Comparing a time associated with a clock in each web server to a time associated 
with a clock in the data server; 

• Adjusting the scheduled activation time on each web server by the time difference 
between the clock in the web server and the clock in the data server. 

However, the use and advantages for comparing the clock in the web servers with that 
in the data server and adjusting the scheduled activation time is well known to one 
skilled in the relevant art at the time the invention was made as evidenced by the 
teachings of Strong (column 9, lines 60-67). 

Therefore, one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was made would 
have found it obvious to incorporate these steps in Saether's method in order for the 
slave nodes to synchronize its local time with that of the reference time. 
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As per claims 3 and 18, Saether does not explicitly disclose: 

• Each web server contains a clock, and wherein the clocks in the plurality of web 
servers are not synchronize with one another (column 5, lines 27-31, column 9, lines 
11-12). 

However, the use and advantages for each web server containing a clock is well known 
to one skilled in the relevant art at the time the invention was made as evidenced by the 
teachings of Strong (column 3, lines 11-13, column 5, lines 36-39, column 9, lines 10- 
12). 

Therefore, one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was made 
would have found it obvious to incorporate each server containing a clock in which the 
web servers are not synchronized with one another in Saether's method in order to 
reduce network traffic by a slave node being an eavesdropper and synchronizing itself. 

As per claims 4, 19, and 31 , Saether discloses copying data from the staging cache 
to an active cache (column 1, lines 63-67, column 2, lines 19-22, column 5, lines 20-25). 
Therefore, Saether implicitly discloses copying data comprises swapping an active data 
cache pointer with a staged data cache pointer. 

As per claims 5 and 32, Saether discloses: 

• No communications are required between the individual web servers to synchronize 
their data (Abstract). 
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As per claims 10 and 1 1 , Saether discloses copying data from active cache of data 
server to an active cache of the web server when the web server is added and initialized 
(column 2, lines 59-65). 

As per claims 12 and 22, Saether discloses a plurality of servers (web servers) 
(column 4, lines 35-37). Therefore, Strong implicitly discloses a plurality of web servers 
comprising a web farm. 

3. Claims 6 and 30 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Saether et al. (hereinafter "Saether", 6,405,219) in view of Strong et al. (hereinafter 
"Strong", 5,689,688) and in further view of Hagersten et al. (hereinafter "Hagersten", 
5,958,019). 

As per claims 6 and 30, Saether, in view of Strong, does not explicitly disclose 
retrieving updated data into staging caches of web servers performed asynchronously. 
However, the use and advantage for performing this operation asynchronously is well 
known to one skilled in the relevant art at the time the invention was made as evidenced 
by the teachings of Hagersten (column 2, lines 47-58, column 3, lines 19-23, column 28, 
lines 6-14, column 30, line 27). 
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Therefore, one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was made 
would have found it obvious to implement asynchronously updating data into the staging 
cache in Saether's method of synchronization in order alleviate the stalling and 
degradation of a system. 

4. Claims 7 and 20 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Saether et al. (hereinafter "Saether", 6,405,219) in view of Strong et al. (hereinafter 
"Strong", 5,689,688) in further view of Yamazaki (hereinafter "Yamazaki", 5,923,855). 

As per claims 7 and 20, Saether, in view of Strong, does not explicitly disclose 
after the scheduled activation time, updating data caches in the data server. However, 
the use and advantage updating data caches in the data server after the scheduled 
activation time is well known to one skilled in the relevant art at the time the invention 
was made as evidenced by the teachings of Yamazaki (column 1, lines 19-24, column 

5, lines 48-57). 

Therefore, one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was made 
would have found it obvious to implement updating data caches in the data server after 
scheduled activation in Saether's method of synchronization in order to maintain cache 
consistency. 
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5. Claims 8-9 and 21 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable 
over Saether et al. (hereinafter "Saether", 6,405.219) in view of Strong et al. (hereinafter 
"Strong", 5,689,688) and in further view of Sakon. 

As per claims 8-9 and 21, Saether, in view of Strong, does not explicitly disclose 
calculating the next scheduled activation time. However, the use and advantage for 
scheduling the next activation time is well known to one skilled in the relevant art at the 
time the invention was made as evidenced by the teachings of Sakon (column 8, lines 
25-40, 54-58). 

Therefore, one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was made 
would have found it obvious to implement calculating the next scheduled activation time 
in Saether's method of synchronization in order for each web server to be aware of the 
next scheduled time of synchronization. 

6. Claim 13 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Saether 
et al. (hereinafter "Saether'', 6,405,219) in view of Strong et al. (hereinafter "Strong", 
5,689,688) and in further view of Brendel et al. (hereinafter "Brendel", 5,774,660). 

As per claim 13, Saether, in view of Strong, does not explicitly disclose the 
plurality of web servers being load balanced using a domain name service (DNS) round- 
robin technique. However, the use and advantage for scheduling the next activation 
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time is well known to one skilled in the relevant art at the time the invention was made 
as evidenced by the teachings of Brendel (column 3, lines 1-6). 

Therefore, one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was made 
would have found it obvious to implement a DNS round-robin technique in Saether's 
method of synchronization in order to manage server congestion and distribute loads 
across multiple servers. 

7. Claims 23- 28 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Saether et al. (hereinafter "Saether", 6,405,219) in view of Strong et al. (hereinafter 
"Strong", 5,689,688) in further view of Yamazaki (hereinafter "Yamazaki", 5,923,855) in 
further view of Sakon. 

Saether discloses a method of synchronization among a plurality of web servers 
in a network wherein each of the plurality of web servers is coupled to a common data 
server, the method comprising: 

• Retrieving updated data into the staging caches in the plurality of web servers 
(column 1, lines 50-53; column 2, lines 60-65); 

• Copying data from the staging cache of each web server to an active cache of each 
web server (column 1, lines 63-67, column 2, lines 19-22, column 5, lines 20-25). 

Saether does not explicitly disclose: 

• Retrieving a scheduled activation time from the data server. 
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However, the use and advantages for retrieving data into the staging cache and copying 
data from the staging cache to an active cache is well known to one skilled in the 
relevant art at the time the invention was made as evidenced by the teachings of Strong 
(column 2, lines 7-15, column 9, lines 32-34, 51-53). 

Therefore, one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was made would 
have found it obvious to incorporate retrieving a scheduled activation time from the data 
server in Saether's synchronization method in order to specify a time in which the 
plurality of servers will be synchronized. 

Saether, in view of Strong, does not explicitly disclose after the scheduled activation 
time, updating data caches in the data server. However, the use and advantage 
updating data caches in the data server after the scheduled activation time is well 
known to one skilled in the relevant art at the time the invention was made as evidenced 
by the teachings of Yamazaki (column 1, lines 19-24, column 5, lines 48-57). 

Therefore, one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was made 
would have found it obvious to implement updating data caches in the data server after 
scheduled activation in Saether's method of synchronization in order to maintain cache 
consistency. 

Saether, in view of Strong and Yamazaki, does not explicitly disclose calculating 
the next scheduled activation time. However, the use and advantage for scheduling the 
next activation time is well known to one skilled in the relevant art at the time the 
invention was made as evidenced by the teachings of Sakon (column 8, lines 25-40, 54- 
58). 
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Therefore, one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was made 
would have found it obvious to implement calculating the next scheduled activation time 
in Saether's method of synchronization in order for each web server to be aware of the 
next scheduled time of synchronization. 

Response to Arguments 
The Office notes the following arguments: 

(a) Nothing in Saether teaches or suggests a method for synchronizing the source 
files among multiple content servers using a "scheduled activation time". 

(b) The technique in Strong does not provide the node with a "scheduled activation 
time" for synchronizing data with other nodes. 

(c) Nothing in Saether or Strong suggests combining the two references. 

(d) Hagerstem fails to disclose or suggest a scheduled activation time, a staging 
cache, or an active cache. 

(e) Yamazaki fails to disclose or suggest a scheduled activation time, a staging 
cache, or an active cache. 

(f) Sakon fails to disclose or suggest a scheduled activation time, a staging cache, 
or an active cache. 
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(g) Brendel fails to disclose or suggest a scheduled activation time, a staging cache, 
or an active cache. 

In response to: 

(a)-(b) Saether does not explicitly disclose the scheduled activation time in which 
the updating of the caches take place, however, Strong shows how data can be 
updated and synchronized according to an activation time (column 5, lines 28-32, 
column 7, lines 8-10, column 8, lines 43-45). Strong teaches, "a method is provided for 
synchronizing local times (data), maintained at nodes within a network architecture, with 
a reference time," (Abstract). Therefore, Saether in view of Strong discloses this 
feature. 

(c) In response to applicant's argument that there is no suggestion to combine the 
references, the examiner recognizes that obviousness can only be established by 
combining or modifying the teachings of the prior art to produce the claimed invention 
where there is some teaching, suggestion, or motivation to do so found either in the 
references themselves or in the knowledge generally available to one of ordinary skill in 
the art. See In re Fine, 837 F.2d 1071, 5 USPQ2d 1596 (Fed. Cir. 1988) and In re 
Jones, 958 F.2d 347, 21 USPQ2d 1941 (Fed. Cir. 1992). In this case, the suggestion to 
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combine is clearly pointed out in the Saether reference (see column 1 , lines 38-40). 
Also, in the Strong reference, see column 2, lines 7-10. 

(d) Hagersten shows several examples of staging caches and active caches. The 
reference discloses updating data from main memory to an internal cache (column 1 , 
lines 33-50, column 5, lines 30-35, column 7, lines 21-36). This reference also 
discloses transfer of data from a source to a destination within memory (column 6, lines 
30-40). These caches are referenced as L2 and LI caches (column 6, lines 52-65). 

(e) Yamazaki discloses a cache memory (active cache) and a memory module 
(staging cache). The reference discloses the cache memory having a copy of the 
memory module and that copy coinciding with the content of the memory module. 

(f) Sakon discloses scheduling the next activation time (column 8, lines 25-40, 54- 
58). 

(g) Brendel discloses the limitation of a web farm and load balancing which is not 
explicitly disclosed in Saether in view of Strong. Saether in view of Strong discloses 
the active and staging caches. Brendel is used to show that web farms and load 
balancing are well known in the art. 
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Conclusion 



8. THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL Applicant is reminded of the extension of time 
policy as set forth in 37 CFR 1.136(a). 

A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire THREE 
MONTHS from the mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply is filed within 
TWO MONTHS of the mailing date of this final action and the advisory action is not 
mailed until after the end of the THREE-MONTH shortened statutory period, then the 
shortened statutory period will expire on the date the advisory action is mailed, and any 
extension fee pursuant to 37 CFR 1,1 36(a) will be calculated from the mailing date of 
the advisory action. In no event, however, will the statutory period for reply expire later 
than SIX MONTHS from the mailing date of this final action. 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Barbara N Burgess whose telephone number is (703) 
305-3366. The examiner can normally be reached on M-F (8:00am-4:00pm). 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Ario Etienne can be reached on (703) 308-7562. The fax phone numbers 
for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned are (703) 746-7239 
for regular communications and (703) 746-7240 for After Final communications. 

Any inquiry of a general nature or relating to the status of this application or 
proceeding should be directed to the receptionist whose telephone number is (703) 305- 
3900. 
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